T his workshop is intended mostly for those who are cataloguing at the moment. It assumes you are using a MARC based system and are basically familiar with AACR2. For the next hour or so, I will go through the main changes between Resource Description and Access (RDA) and Anglo American Cataloguing Rules 2 nd ed (AACR2r) and try to cover the ordinary things a cataloguer needs to know. (The Cheat Sheet, which should be on your chair, is a 4 page distillation of what I'll cover). After tea we will work in groups on some standard MARC records marking up the changes needed to convert an existing record from one set of rules to the other.
What is RDA?
Firstly, for those of you who are coming to this cold, RDA is the new set of cataloguing rules that finally! became the international descriptive standard on April 1 this year. From that date, all new cataloguing from the major libraries like Library of Congress, National Library of Australia, National Library of New Zealand, the British Library, National Library of Canada uses RDA. Libraries Australia and OCLC now prefer RDA records over AACR2 ones.
RDA only affects the rules for what goes into a catalogue record (or the metadata for a webpage). It uses some new MARC tags but it doesn't replace MARC21. For some of you, if your current system cannot accept or work with the new tags, you really can't fully adopt the new standard. The world will not end if you choose to stay with AACR2. You can still download records from the major agencies; you will just need to change some of the tagging once you load them. You can still contribute your records back to union catalogues like Libraries Australia and TePuna.
Eventually it will become more expensive for you to remain on the old standard and you should ensure any new library system you adopt can handle RDA, but my guess is that time is a few years away. I recommend you adopt the new rules affecting access points / authorised headings now. "Hybrid" records (AACR2 records with some RDA features) and "Hybrid" catalogues (some full RDA, some hybrid, some AACR2 records) will really be the norm for most of the library world for the foreseeable future.
The rules for RDA are in an online subscription product known as the RDA Toolkit http://rdatoolkit.org/. There is a loose-leaf print version but the online version is superior.
This website links to authoritative examples of RDA in use: http://www.loc.gov/catworkshop/RDA%20training%20materials/ SCT%20RDA%20Records%20TG/index.html What is different?
Underlying theory and terms
Get ready for lots of jargon, just let it wash over you, eventually it will become familiar.
RDA is based on a theoretical framework known as Functional Requirements for Bibliographic Records (FRBR -pronounced Ferber) and Functional Requirements for Authority Data (FRAD).
The core of FRBR is 3 types of Entities • Manifestation -physical embodiment of an expression of a work This is the publishing run for book where there are lots of them the same -most of our cataloguing work is at this level and in most cases the one MARC record will be describing bits of all the above levels • Item -example of a manifestation This is your copy, with its stamps and barcode and shelf number Group 2 Entities -those responsible for Group 1 things -• Person -e.g. a personal author or editor or illustrator • Family -e.g. a family archive • Corporate body -e.g. the issuer of an annual report, a conference committee, a publisher Group 3 Entities -subjects of Group 1 things -
You can safely ignore group 3, the RDA section is not even written and Library of Congress Subject Headings remain the norm.
You only need to pay attention to subject headings that are really a Group 1 or a Group 2 entity. The new rules cover the subject headings for a book of the bible (Group 1 work, 630) or a biography of a saint (Group 2 person, 600) but have no impact on a concept like Grace or Theology (650).
RDA introduces other terms too. In AACR2 there are 3 levels of description (level 2 is the normal minimum level for a finished record) but RDA is more interested in Core and Non core elements than the record as a whole. In RDA a minimum level record contains all the relevant Core elements. More than this is optional and expected if it helps your user. The most helpful list of what is the accepted Core Standard for Australian libraries can be found at: http://www.nla. gov.au/librariesaustralia/services/cataloguing/standards/requireddata-elements/ Headings and terms like Author main entry or added title entry are now access points. The authorised form of someone's name is the preferred name. Uniform title is now preferred title. There are no prescribed sources, there are preferred sources (such as title page) and any part of the resource can be used if the preferred source does not contain the information needed. In general, if the information is anywhere on the item it is OK to use. Square brackets are only used now for information you sourced outside any part of the item itself (e.g. from the web, publisher's catalogue, your knowledge, best guess etc).
RDA places strong emphasis on spelling out relationships. AACR2 records the fact that a relationship exists, such as this is the author, this is the editor, but RDA encourages the use of relationship designators ($e after a heading).
"There are no prescribed sources, there are preferred sources (such as title page) and any part of the resource can be used if the preferred source does not contain the information needed. In general, if the information is anywhere on the item it is OK to use." Transcribe more, abbreviate less It is now the norm to transcribe everything from the 245 (title) to the end of the 490 (series) exactly as it appears on the item.
When RDA was first released in 2010 it looked as though it required you to copy the title information in capitals if that was how it appeared. This is no longer required -though you can choose to do this if you want.
For statements of responsibility (245 $c) transcribe as it appears, e. this record could still have a 100 and three 700 fields as different rules govern the $c and the access points editors are still only entered in the 700 field, but all of them are able to be entered MARC changes / new fields for Publication details I'll move on now to some of the new MARC tags. 264 replaces the old 260 and will be the main area those staying with AACR2 will be forced to amend when importing RDA records. It was only adopted by the national agencies at the beginning of 2013, until then it was only going to be an option.
The Another common change you will notice is the copyright date is now included in its own 264 4 field. This will only ever contain a $c (no $a or $b) and will always include the © or ℗ symbol. If you can't enter the symbol, you must spell out copyright or phonogram before the date. (In AACR2 your could just put c in front of the date).
Copyright date is only core if there is no stated date of publication or distribution. However, if copyright date is given on the item, it is good practice to include it. Always include it if it differs from the publication date.
Publication 
Physical description
The main changes you will see for Physical description (300 field) are from the changes to abbreviation practice. From now on p. becomes pages, v. becomes volumes. col. ill. are now colour illustrations. Use "approximately" (not "ca.") and "that is" (not "i.e.").
"264 replaces the old 260 and will be the main area those staying with AACR2 will be forced to amend when importing RDA records."
If your item is a text, use "unnumbered" rather than square brackets enclosing the numeral.
However, still use hr. and min. and sec. and cm and mm. For DVDs and CDs give the dimensions as 12 cm not 4 3/4 in.
MARC Changes / new fields for Content Media Carrier
The GMD has gone and been replaced with Content, media & carrier types -in 3 new MARC fields.
The GMD was inconsistent. Some described the content (e.g. music), others described the carrier (e.g. filmstrip), and others were about the media required to view/access (e.g. microform).
RDA caters for all of this information in the new 3xx fields (and uses the existing coded data in 007 and 008). The preferred convention seems to be to code as many as are required in repeated tags.
Content type MARC field 336
"the form of communication through which the content of the resource is expressed and with which human sense it can be perceived" RDA rule 6.9 Core element (i.e. it is required) Code a 336 field for as many of these terms are needed to describe the content of your resource. You can only choose a term from the list.
Content type list
cartographic dataset cartographic image cartographic moving image cartographic tactile image cartographic tactile three-dimensional form cartographic three-dimensional form computer dataset computer program notated movement notated music performed music sounds spoken word still image tactile image tactile notated movement tactile notated music tactile text tactile three-dimensional form text three-dimensional form three-dimensional moving image two-dimensional moving image If none of the terms listed above apply to the content of the resource being described, record other "The GMD was inconsistent. Some described the content (e.g. music), others described the carrier (e.g. filmstrip), and others were about the media required to view/access (e.g. microform)." Media type MARC field 337 "the general type of device required to view, play, run, etc., the content of a resource" RDA rule 3.2 RDA -non core (NLA -mandatory; LA required data elements -337 not required but 007/008 mandatory; UNILINC -required. If you are coding 336 and 338 you might as well do 337)
Code a 337 field for as many of these terms as are needed to describe the medium of your resource. You can only choose a term from the list. but at the moment it is a viable choice if you are constrained by your LMS (make sure your next system is compliant).
Media type list
In the ANZTLA context, it makes sense as a minimum to update existing Bible headings to conform to the new practice. It is a change (like Dept to Department) that most of the bibliographical utilities have already made and so incoming records will probably have this form -and it should be easier for your users. For your original cataloguing, try as far as possible to transcribe what you see on the item and minimise your use of abbreviations. List and trace all the authors. If you can adopt full RDA, you should because it makes your data more valuable both in and outside your library.
"If you can adopt full RDA, you should because it makes your data more valuable both in and outside your library."
